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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 

1 1/12/2008 has been entered. 

Drawings 

2. Applicant's amendment overcomes the drawing objections. 

Specification 

3. The amendment filed 1 1/12/2008 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment 
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material 
which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: The limitation "non- 
sealed" does not appear to have written support in the specification. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 1,2,5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The limitation "non-sealed" does not appear 
to have written support in the specification. Appropriate correction is required. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1,2 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The limitation "mating with said recess in a 
non-sealed abutment" is unclear. It appears in the Figures shown that the flat face of the 
valve 6, seals against o-ring 7, when protruding part mates with the recess, Therefore it 
is unclear as to how a "non-sealed condition occurs when mating. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1,2 and 5-7 are rejected, as best understood, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Miyazaki et al. (3,994,317) in view of Tobiasz (5,746,248). 

Regarding claim 1 , Miyazaki et al. disclose a coupling system "for transfer of an 
anaesthetic liquid from a bottle to a vaporizer upon insertion of said bottle into said 
vaporizer". Regarding "for transfer of an anaesthetic liquid from a bottle to a vaporizer ", 
a recitation of the intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural 
difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of 
performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. The coupling system comprising a 
bottle part (16,35) comprising a first valve with a first spring-loaded valve body (20) and 
a first reactive body (35), and a "vaporizer" part (50) comprising a second valve with a 
second spring-loaded valve body (66) and a second reactive body (60), the bottle part 
and the vaporizer part being connected to each other, "after insertion of the bottle into 
the vaporizer", with the first reactive body disposed relative to the first spring loaded 
valve body to act on the second spring-loaded valve body in an opening direction, and 
the second reactive body to act on the first spring-loaded valve body in an opening 
direction, to provide a flow-path for the "anaesthetic" liquid. A seal (21 ) disposed 
between the first valve body and the first reactive body of the bottle part, and a further 
seal (on the end of 66 between 66 and 62 best shown in figure 2B) disposed between 
the second valve body and the second reactive body of the "vaporizer" part, the seal 
and the further seal being positioned, and the first and second reactive bodies being 
disposed relative to the seal and the further seal to cause, when the bottle part and the 
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vaporizer part are coupled together, the seal of the bottle part to abut sealingly against 
the second reactive body, and the further seal of the vaporizer part to abut sealingly 
against the first reactive body as shown in figure 2 and 3. 

Regarding claim 2, Miyazaki et al. disclose that the distance between the seal 
and the further seal and the respective first and second reactive bodies have a distance 
therebetween that causes, when the bottle part and the vaporizer part are coupled 
together, the seal of the vaporizer part to first come into contact with the first reactive 
body, as shown in figure 2A (Col. 4, Lns. 21-34). 

Miyazaki et al. are silent to having the first valve body having a recess therein 
and the reactive body having a protruding part having a shape conforming to the recess. 

Tobiasz discloses a coupling which teaches a first valve body having a recess 
(30) therein and the reactive body having a protruding part (the part of 5 meeting with 
30) having a shape conforming to the recess. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ a recess therein in the first body and the reactive body 
having a protruding part having a shape conforming to the recess, as taught by Tobiasz 
in order to guide the spring loaded valve to the home seating position during 
disconnection and align the two halves during connection. 

Regarding method claims 5 -7, the device shown by Miyazaki et al. and Tobiasz 
will perform the methods as recited in claims 5 -7, during normal operational use of the 
device, the method of making or using the device is inherent in using the apparatus. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/12/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant's argument that Miyazaki et al. does not disclose a seal 
located between the valve body and the reactive body of the female assembly is not 
persuasive, since the "V shaped seal" shown best in Figure 3 near the starting point of 
leader line 37, is clearly cross-hatched as a material made from rubber. Furthermore, in 
viewing Figure 1 or 2B, it can be seen that this "V shaped "seal must be a seal because 
this seal is one of the two seals that seal the unit when this half is in the disconnected 
position, the other seal being 64. The fact that the inventor does not describe the 
intended usefulness of this "v shaped " seal is not reason enough that one of ordinary 
skill in the art could not anticipate that this is a seal, when this must be a seal in order 
for the unit to remain leak-tight in the disconnected state. Applicant's argument 
concerning that the combination of references destroys the Miyazaki et al reference is 
not persuasive as the recess of Tobiasz would only provide a recess within the packing 
layer/seal 121 of Miyazaki et al. thereby maintaining the integrity of the seal. 



Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Craig Price whose telephone number is (571 )272-271 2. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7AM - 5:30PM Mon-Thurs, Increased flex 
time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Greg Huson can be reached on (571) 272-4887. The fax phone number for 

the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



CP 23 November 2008 

/C. P.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 3753 



/John Rivell/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3753 



